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Abstract

Various issues surrounding a recently proposed inequality am ong tw ist-two
quark distribbutions in the nuclkon are discussed. W e provide a rigorous deriva—
tion of the inequality in Q CD, Including radiative corrections and scale de-
pendence. W e also give a m ore heuristic, but m ore physical derivation, from
which we show that a sin ilar inequality does not exist am ong tw ist-three
quark distrbbutions. W e dem onstrate that the inequality does not constrain
the nuclon’s tensor charge. F nally we explore physicalm echanisn s for sat—
urating the nequality, arguing it is unlkely to occur in N ature.
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I. NTRODUCTION

In a recent ktter {Ii], So erhasproposed a new inequality am ong the nuclon’s tw ist-two
quark distrbutions, f1;g, and h; R3],

fi+a 2h:3: @)

f; isthe wellkknown spoin average quark distribution which m easures the probability to nd
a quark In a nuckon Independent of its spin ordentation. g; m easures the polarization asym —
m etry In a longitudinally polarized nucleon | the probability to nd a quark polarized along
the nuclkon’s spin m nus the probability to nd a quark polarized against the nuclkon’s soin.
h;, which is less fam iliar, m easures the polarization asymm etry In a transversely polarized
nuclkon. f; and g; have been m easured in m any deep inelastic scattering experin ents. h;
decouples from Jepton scattering and has not yet been m easured. P roposals to m easure hy
at HERA and RHIC have generated e orts to characterize h;, hence the interest in this
nequality EII:S]

So erderives Eq. (1) by analogy between quark-nucleon scattering and nuclkon-nucleon
scattering, where helicity am plitudes analagous to f;, g;, and h; obey inequalities derived
many years ago [@]. There are potential problkm s w ith this analogy. The intem ediate
states in quark-hadron scattering, which are treated as on-chell physical states In So er's
derivation, are, In fact, colored and gauge dependent. The distrbution functions f;, g,
and h; are, In fact, Integrals of quark-hadron forward scattering am plitudes over transverse
mom entum with cuto satk» Q2. InQCD, thede nitions of quark distrlbbutions such
as f;, g1, and h; are scale and renomn alization schem e dependent. Any relations am ong
them must be acoom panied by a precise description of the procedure w ith which they are
extracted from experin ental data. In contrast, the wellkknown inequalities and positivity
constraints am ong distribution functions such as f; 1 jare general properties of lkepton—
hadron scattering, derived w ithout reference to quarks, colorand QCD .

In thisPaperwe consider So er’s inequality in the context of QCD . W e nd thatEq. (L)
can be derived In a \parton m odel approxin ation" to Q CD , but that radiative corrections
modify Eq. () ;n a signi cant way. Each term i Eq. (1) is multiplied by a power series
in s@Q?%)= . So the lequality as presented by So er is of lin ited practical use | i is
strictly valid only at asym ptotic Q2 where . ! 0 and the distribution fiinctions vanish for
allx > 0. Thus the inequality has a sim ilar status in QCD as the Callan{G ross relation [1]
| a parton m odel result which is nvalidated by QCD radiative corrections. O ne should
rem em ber, however, that the Callan {G ross relation is a very usefil], although approxin ate
tool In desp-inelastic phencm enology. A one-loop calculation of the radiative corrections
to Eq. (1), which we have not attem pted, would yield an im proved result which would be
usefi1l at experin entally accessble Q2.

In xIT we study So er's inequality from the consideration of current{hadron scatter-
Ing am plitudes. This treatm ent has the sam e J¥evel of rigor as the derivation of standard
desp-inelastic inequalities such as f; 1 and dem onstrates the presence of radiative cor-
rections in QCD . In XIII we present a seoond derivation closer In soirit to So er's earlier
analysis to nuckon-nuckon scattering. T his derdivation is heuristic. In particular, i ignores
QCD radiative corrections. H owever, it enables us to m ake contact w ith standard operator
de nitions of the distrdoutions f;, g;, and h;. It is then straightforward to generalize the



analysis to tw ist-three (corrections of O (l=p Q2)). In his paper So er suggested that there
would be a tw ist-three generalization of his nequality []. A Ihough there is a natural cor-
resoondence between the three tw ist-two distrbutions, f; g; and h;, on the one hand, and
the three tw ist-three distrdbutions, e, gr , and h;, on the other [2], we nd that there isno
such Inequality at twist three. A lso in his paper, So er clain s that the inequality places a
constraint on the nuclkon’s \tensor charge," the lowest m om ent ofh; . U sing the form alian

of xTIT we show that this result is nvalidated by the presence of antiquarks in the nuclkon
wavefunction and that there is no way to de ne the notion of a \valnce quark" to give a
ussiil result.

So er noted that his nequality appeared to be saturated for single quarks in sinple
quark m odels such as the non-relativistic quark m odel and the bag m odel I Z2]. In xIV we
dem onstrate that this feature is not preserved by even the sin plest quark m odel wavefunc—
tions. For exam pl, the inequality is saturated for dow n-quarks In the quark m odel proton,
but not for up—quarks. A lso, saturation is not preserved by evolution. W e comm ent on the
possibility ofusing saturation (e.g. for down-quarks in the proton) as \boundary data" g;9].

II.DERIVATION OF THE INEQUALITY FROM CURRENT-HADRON
AMPLITUDES

Tt isusefilto review the textbook derivation ofthe inequalities or \positiviy constraints"
on the fam iliar structure finctions of deep inelastic lepton scattering, fi1, f2, g1, and g, {10].
They follow from dem anding that cross sections for forw ard, vector current-hadron scattering
are positive de nie. These cross sections are proportional to

1 X
W)= @)Y *e+qg Py T  Pisik
X
= W @P;S) ; @)

which ism anifestly positive de nie forany .P and S arethem omentum and spin ofthe
target P?= S$S?=M?,P S = 0),and isthepolarization vectoronthe (virtual) photon.
J is the electrom agnetic current operator, which in QCD wouldbe _e, 2 ¢, where a
isa avor label. For sin plicity we consider a single quark avorw ith unit charge. Hence the
relations we derive w illbe valid for each avor ssparately. W is the usual current—current
correlation fiinction of desp Inelastic scattering,
1%, _ _
Woo@Pis)= o~ d e WP;S3U ();J O1FP;si;
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where? < 0,and =P qg> 0. Substituting this expansion back nto Eq.(2) and taking
theB prken scaling Imtyieldsf; + g4 Oorf; g 0 fortransverse photonsand de nite
nuclon helicity states, hence £1 13

The current @ & creates and annihilates antiquarks aswell as quarks so the structure
functions all receive both quark and antiquark contributions. In the B prken Iim i, ling ;
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Q?= o ' 1;x d=2 xed) of QCD, fi and g; reduce to quark distribution
functions which we labelw ith the avor a or a of quark or antiquark,

Im £ ;)= £ &ho)+ ff &;nhQ?) ;
Jgr]@gl(qz; )= &hQ?)+ o &x;InQ?) ; )

and the positivity constraints w ill apply to such com binations. T he physicalm eaning of the
hequality can be seen from the fact that the combination f; + g In parton m odel is sin ply
the probability to nd a quark or antiquark w ith soIn paralkel to the target nuckon,

Im ff, F; )+ g @ )= d°®h0o*)+ g2 &;nho?) : (5)

Bj

and conversely ©rf; ;. The hQ? dependence com es from the evolution of the distribu—
tionsunder scale transform ation . N ote that these distrbutions have been de ned in temm sof
desp-inelastic vector-current structure fiinctions. Q uark distributions are In general process—
dependent and relations am ong quarks distributions extracted from di erent experim ents
can be calculated in QCD perturbation theory [I1].

O f course the quark and antiquark distrdbutions £ ;g5 and f7 ;g are ssparately con—
strained. W em ust understand how this com esabout in order to obtain the strongest possible
bounds that include the transverse structure function, h;. W e would lke to replace J by
a current which couples only to quarks. The chiml currents J = % (\Y A ), whith are
given by % @ 5) In QCD, are candidates. J , Por exam ple, couples to keft-handed
quarks and right-handed antiquarks. Ifwe choose the polarization vector, , Judiciously, we
can select keft-handed quanta, thereby decoupling the antiquarks. To be soeci ¢, we choose
the m om entum ¢ to be in the positive & direction, g = (;0;0;), and P to be in the

&; direction. Ifwe em ploy the V {A current, negative helicity for the target nuckon, and
= 91—5 0;1; 1i;0),then the current selkcts keft-handed quarks and right-handed antiquarks

in the left-handed target: g** + q'®. T he right-handed antiquarks decouple from the product
1

J because they have J, = 3 and cannot absorb J , = 1. It is quite easy to see
that £ + g 0 results. Analogous choices yield constraints on £ g7 and on antiquark
distroutions.

T he derivation we have jist outlined would be quite com plicated for non-asym ptotic ¢
and . The introduction of chiral currents and polarized targets requires all the m achinery
developed for neutrino scattering from polarized targets {12]. Such an analysis would kad
to a very general constraint, valid independent of QCD and the B prken Iim it. However,
it is only useful in the B prken lin i where only the fam iliar tw ist-two Invariant structure
functions f; or g; survive. The sam e ram ark w ill apply in the case of So er’s inequality to
which we now tum.

T he quark currents and 5 preserve quark chirality. So does the leading tem
iIn the product of two such currents at short distances. The distrlbution function h;, in
contrast, couples quarks of opposite chirality 2] and therefore does not appear in any of
these relations . T his suggests that constraints nvolving h; m ight be cbtained by considering
the interference between theV A current and a current of opposite chirality. This isin fact
the case. So, in addition to theV A current, J , we introduce a hypothetical current, J ,
which is com posed of scalar and pssudoscalar currents, along w ith tensor and pssudo-tensor
currents



J S+Pp T TS )=2 2: (6)

This ungainly choice has been engineered to select out the distribution functions of nter-
est. Unlike the vector and axial currents which are de ned by symm etries, these currents
cannot be de ned independent of quarks and QCD . For exam ple, di erent constraints on

distrdbution functions would be cbtained from S = orS = . W e de ne the cur-
rentsas olows: S( )=25 () (),P()=2% ()s (), T ()=12r (X[ ; 1 (),
andTs ()= Zp, ( )%[ ;1% | ) . Because these currents are not constrained by W ard—

dentities, they are non-trivially renom alized In QCD .A s a consequence In addition to the
am biguities already m entioned, they are reqularization and renom alization schem e depen-—
dent. H owever, for any choice of schem e, the derivation of the inequality rem ains the sam e,
and, of course, the physical in plications of the inequality are schem e Independent. For sim —
plicity, however, we choose din ensional regularization and m odi ed) m nin al subtraction.
T he renom alization scal in currents is set at the virtualboson m ass, Q ?. The tensor and
pseudo-tensor currents combine w ith the scalar and pssudo-scalar currents to progct the
\good" light-cone com ponents of the right-handed chiral ferm ions (as w ill be discussed in
the next section) from the eld . W hen positive helicity is chosen for the nuclkon, the
right-handed quark eld will ram ain, rather than the left-handed antiquark.
T he desired inequality follow s from consideration ofa jadiciously chosen ctitious \cross
section." Consider the quantity,
1X 4 4 . . . 1 2
W(q;P)=4— @) "P+qg Px)kXJ P 1 XPP+ik;
1 Z ~h h i h i i
=5 4 & P 330) 30 Pp iHPRHIIN)I0) Pitd
1 2 . h i
o-Re d' & Pi+3IN();00) Py i (7)

which ism anifestly positive. W involves three tem s. Referring back to Eq. () it is clear
that the J¥ J term w il reduce to £2+ g2 In the B jprken lim it. Likew ise, it is clear
from generalconsiderationsthattheJY J tem willalso nvolve f7 and gf In the B jprken
Im it. However, shce JY J su ers di erent radiative corrections than J7¥ J ,
f; and g; willbe multiplied by a series n  ;Q?)= . The interference tem , JY J ,
is chiralodd and can only involve hf in the B jprken lin it. Combined with the other two
term s, we obtain

W = Re( sQNE &NQ%) + R ( @) &;1nQ%) 2Ry (sQ%)hF &;1nQ?) : @)
Here the R¢ and Ry factors take into account the radiative corrections m entioned above.
The Ry, factor arisesbecause the de nition ofh; is process dependent. Ifwe chose to de ne
h; through our ctitious process then Ry, = 1 by de niHion. On the other hand, if h; is
de ned through a physical process such as D rellYan -pair production w ith transversely
polarized beam s [2], then Ry, is 1+ O ( §). Another subtlety in this calculation is that
the vectorscalar interference tem s have the (nuckon) helicity structure hP Jeii P4,
w hich does not correspond to an expectation value in a state of de nie soin. H owever the
helicity structure required can be extracted by com bining expectation values in states w ith
S = & and S = &,. Radiative corrections aside, the resul is straightforwardly obtained by



calculating the current correlation flinctions at treeJlevel in the B prken lin it, and using the
standard de nitions of the distrbution fiunctions £2, g7, and h? Q1.

SihceW ism anifestly positive, eq @) is the desired inequality. O foourseW ispositive for
allg? and . So {7) inplies a constraint am ong the m any invariant structure fiinctions that
occur in the decom position of W at sub-asym ptotic ¢ and . There is no point, however,
In digplaying this hequality explicitly, since nearly all the novel structure fiinctions, such as
those nvolved in the nvariant decom position of T J , are not directly m easurable.

This derivation show s that So er’s inequality holds independently for each quark and
antiquark avor. A Iso, it is clear that carefiil attention must be given to the speci ¢ \pro-
cess", in which the quark distributions can be de ned unam biguously. The \natural" choice
would be to de ne f; and g; In vectorcurrent desp-nelastic scattering, and h; in polarized
D rell-Yan. It is clear that So er's identity is a parton m odel approxin ation (no radiative
corrections) to a m ore usefiil dentity which can be obtained by com puting the factorsR ¢,
Ry, and Ry, at Jeast through (lowest non-trivial) order =

A m ed wih this rigorous, if rather unphysical, derivation, we tum to exam ine the in—
equality from the more fam iliar viewpoint of the quark parton m odel and its coordinate
Soace equivalent, the light-cone expansion.

IIT.DERIVATION OF THE INEQUALITY FROM QUARK HADRON
AMPLITUDES

W ebegin w ith a sin ple, heuristic \parton m odel" derivation ofthe inequality postponing
any ocom plexiy. Next we introduce the bilocal light-cone correlation functions which allow
us to give a m ore convincing derivation and study tw ist-three distrbution functions. O nly
QCD radiative corrections will be kft out at this stage. The derivation of the previous
section show s how their e ects can be ncluded.

In the m ost elem entary parton m odel, desp inelastic processes are summ arized by the
\handbag" diagram of Fig. la. At the bottom of this diagram is the in aginary part of a
quark-nuclkon scattering am plitudesi W e focus on this am plitude. Since the quark (nu-—
cleon) begins and ends w ith the samemom entum , k P ), the am plitude describbes forward
scattering. Since the quark is initially rem oved from the nuckon and then replaced, the dia—
gram actually corresponds to a u—channeldiscontinuity of forward quark-nuckon scattering,
as shown In Fig.1b. W e label the u—<hannel discontinuities A g5 oo, where H and H are
the initial and nal nuckon helicities and h and h° are the outgoing and incom ing quark
helicities regpectively. For spin-1/2 quarks and nucleons parity and tin eveversal invariance
reduce the number of independent helicity am plitudes to three. T hree convenient choices
shown n Fig.2,areA 4+, A4 4+ ,and A, respectively. Am plitudes that fail to
satisfy conservation of angularm om entum along the collision axis, H + h®= H %+ h, vanish.
O ther helicity am plitudes are either related to these by partty, Agnmme = A g n;5 0n o/
ortinereversal, Agpng oo = Agopogyp: Ik is easy to show that the three tw isttwo structure

1T he propagator on the quark Jeg is not truncated.



functions, f;, g1 and h; are (suitably nom alized) linear combmationsofA .+, A, 4+

and A 4 4 ; B]-f1:A++;+++A+ s T Ay A, 4 ,andh;=A,,,;
To obtain the So er’s inequality it is necessary to consider the quark-hadron am plitudes
which are related to the fA g by unitarity. D e ne four am plitudes ay , by

agn®)=MWJjhnPHIi; )

where isthequark eld,and X isan af%itjﬁry nalstate. Unitarity requires that the fA g
are proportional to products ofthe orm  y ag oo ® Jagn K ), =0

X
./ s X)a s X)+ta X)a X);
X
X
gl/ s X)as X) ar X)a &)
X
X
h, / as ®X)a &X); 10)

X

T he desired nequality follow s from the cbservation that

X
ka,; X) a &)X 0; 11)

X

andthatA,,, + = A andA,,, =A ,, byparty.

Our rst step In Improving this adm ittedly heuristic derivation is to clarify the r=la—
tionship between the helicity am plitudes fA g and fag and the operator expressions which
de ne the distrbution functions £, gy, and h; in QCD . First we willderive Egs. {L0) from
standard de nitions of f£;, g1, and h;. Then i will be straightforward to show that the
Inequality does not generalize to tw ist-three. A Iso it w ill be clear that the tensor charge is
not constrained by Eq. (1).

In QCD parton distributions are de ned by the light-cone Fourier transfom ation of
forw ard m atrix elem ents of operator products. T he quark distrbutions of interest to us are

related to m atrix elem ents of bilnear quark operators,
Z

j—eiXhPSj © (n)Psi=f&p +M*f &)n (12)
Z
d .
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4
+ h, &)+ h; ®x)=2M (@ n pn)S n
Fhy&M S, n S, n) (15)

where n and p are null vectors of mass dinension 1 and 1, respectively m? = p?> = 0,

M 2

nf=p =0,n p=1).P and S may be decomposed in termn s ofn and p, P = p+5n,
S =S np+S pn+ S, .Foratametmoving in the &; direction, p= 91—5( ;0;0; );n=



Pl—z *+;0;0; 1). m Egs. (12{18) is the ourcomponent D irac eld for the quark. The
avor lJabelon  and the corresponding distribution functions hasbeen suppressed.

Egs. @2{18) arewritten inn A = 0 gauge. In any other gauge a W ilson link would
be required between and to maintain gauge invariance. G luon radiative corrections,
which generate a renom alization point dependence for these operators and an associated f
dependence for the distrbution fiinctions, have been suppressed i Egs. @2{15).

T he Jeading tw ist contrbutionsto Egs. {(12{1]) are the distrbutions functions f; , g3, and
h; respectively. They m ay be profcted out by contracting the equationswih n ,n , and
n S° respectively. In every case the proction operator P * 0%+ H=2= 1+ ;=2
em erges from theD iracalgebra. P * progctsthe four com ponent D irac spinor onto thetwo
din ensional subspace of \good" light-cone com ponents which are canonically independent

elds [13]. Lkewise, P 00 H=2= @ 3)=2 procts on the two din ensional
subspace of \bad" light-cone com ponents which are interaction dependent elds and should
not enter at kading tw ist §]. M uch ofour analysis is sin pli ed by choosing a representation
for the D irac m atrices tailored to the light-cone [13],

0 012 3_

= 13 T=i4; =1, = 1,3 s=1 3 3¢ (16)
W here f ygand f ygarr 2 2 Paulimatrices. This is to be contrasted to the fam iliar
D iracPauli representation, £ 3;1 5 1512 2512 35 19 which is convenient for m any other
purposes. In the light-cone representation P , s and ~ ¢are alldiagonal,

., 10 _ 00 _ 5 0 . 50
P_00’P_01’5_03’¢_03

where 1 and 0 are the 2 2 identity and nullm atrices respectively. In thisbasis P * and
P profct onto the upper and lower two com ponents of the D irac soinor respectively,

)]

p* = 7 p = T 18)
are the \good" light-cone com ponents ofthe quark eld, which are ndependent canonical
variables In the light-cone form ulation. are the \bad" light-cone com ponents which m ay
be regarded as com posite elds built from quarks (the \good" light-cone com ponents) and
transverse gluons. The labelson and referto theeigenvalue of ; which isproportional
to helicity, s PA,J‘brquaJ:ksm oving in the & direction, ~ B = i~ B = ), not
to chimality . From Egs. {7]) and {18) it is clear that helicity and chirality are the same for
but opposite for . This is easy to understand when one recognizes that the bad light-cone
com ponents are actually com posites of the canonically independent operators and & .
T he positive helicity com ponent of ( ;) Involves a transverse gluon (w ith positive helicity)
and a good light-cone com ponent ofthe quark eld, (w ith negative helicity and therefore
negative chirality).
It is now straightforward to profct f1, g1, and h; out of Egs. @2 {15) and rew rite the

result n tetm sof
z

d ix C Y y .
f; ®) = 17D P+ 3310 4 (n)+ 0 (n)yP+1i;
g d ix Y Yy :
g x) = ﬁe P+ 3310 4+ (n) 0O (nmP+i;
Z
d )
h; x) = ﬁlxﬂP"‘jZ(O) (n)P i+ 370 4 (n)P+ig; 19)



Ifwe Insert a com plte set of interm ediate statesbetween Y and , transhte the eldsand
carry out the integration, we obtain,

1 X
£, %) = — ® 1+n P)fa.&X)f+ 12 &K)Fg;
2PX
1 X
g X) = — ® 1+n P)fa.xX)f B &K)fg;
2PX
1 X
hi 60) = ® 1+n Pla,,K)a &): 20)

X

This reproduces Eq. (10) and shows that the \generic" quark elds which appear there
should be identi ed wih the chiral com ponents of the \good" light-cone com ponents of
the quark eld. This derivation illustrates the questionabl procedure required to obtain
So er's hmequality using traditional parton-m odel/ light-cone m ethods: the states n X iare
colored; and the bilbcal operators n Eq. ((9) do not actually exist since each term in their
Taylor expansion about = 0 is renom alized di erently by radiative corrections. H owever
the result is correct (m odulo the In portant radiative corrections discussed in xIT) and the
derivation is considerably m ore \physical" than the m ore rigorous one presented in the
previous section.

T he light-cone form alisn de ned In this section allow s us to exam ine the possible exten—
sion ofSo er’s dentity to the tw ist-three distrbutions, e, gr ,and hy, . e isde ned in Eq. @4),
and the others are de ned by, gr = g1 + g and hy = Zh; + h, . Exam iation ofEgs. {I2{15)
show s that e(f; ) is spin-independent and chiralodd. h, and g; are spin-dependent and
chiratodd and chiraleven resgoectively. hy isassociated w ith longitudinally polarized targets
and gr wih transversly polarized targets. In summ ary, the soin attrbutes of fe;hy ;9r g
correspond to ff;;g;;h;g repectivelyd T he astute reader w illnote that this correspondence
appears to be inconsistent w ith the chirality assignm ents of the distrbution functions. For
exam ple, f; is pin average, and therefore diagonalin helicity | £/ ¥ ++ ¥ .Clarly
f, preserves quark chirality | ie. it is chirmleven. e on the other hand is clain ed to be
chiratodd, even though i, like f;, averages over helicity. The resolution of this apparent
contradiction com es from the classi cation of e with respect to the light-cone proiction
operatorsP . T iseasy to ssethate/ Y .+ Y + hx: A glnce at the chirality
assignm entsof  con m sthate ijpschirality { ie. it ischirmtodd. An analogous analysis
applies to hy, and gy .

It should now be clear that an identity analagousto Eqg. () cannot be obtained at tw ist-
three. The reason is that an obfct ofthe orm h §j ¥  § i could only arise by starting
w ith positive de nite structure such askhiX j Ji+ X j jik?2. This objct would gen—
erate tw ist-three distrbutions in the Interference, but tw ist-tw o, and m ore problam atically,
tw ist=our distrbutions such ash § ¥ j iwould be unavoidable. T he conclusion then is
that any positivity constraint involring the tw istthree distrdbbutions e, gr , and h;, would in-
extricably inclide tw ist—four distributions which are very di cul tom easure. Hence So er’s
speculation is incorrect fI1].

2For further discussion of fe;hy, ;gr g, see 'B].



F inally we consider the relationship in posed on the lowest m om ent ofh; by the lnequal-
iy, Eq. ). The nuckon’s tensor charge, ¢ (Q?) is de ned by analogy to the axial charge,
q® Rl

a Z

1
s* g% sy is_qp: PSi= s axhieiho®) hieno™);
Z
1 a 1
8 q® SW®SH° s—qpsi= s ) dxfgf ;0 %) + of x;InQ?)]: 1)

In contrast to the nuclon’s axial charge which gures in beta-decay, the tensor charge
does not appear In weak m atrix elem ents and has not been measured. Note that ¢ is
renom alization point dependent, whereas g*? is not (pecause the axial current In QCD
is conserved apart from quark m ass tem s). Note also that h? (7) enters Eq. 1) wih
a minus (lus) sign re ecting that the operator g sd (@ 59 is odd (even) under
charge conjugation. There isno way to combine Egs. 1) with the mequalities £7 + &
2hij and £f7 + of 2Hhfjto obtain any useful nform ation about ¢ without further
assum ptions. So er [}] suggests that his inequality applies to the valnce quark distrbutions
in the nucleon, however the only circum stances In which we nd a ussful bound is if we
assum e that the nuclkon contains no antiquarks at all (£ = g7 = h{ = 0), which isknown
to be false.

IV.SATURATION OF SOFFER'S INEQUALITY

There are som e special circum stances for which So er’s nequality is saturated, ie.
2hi&®)j= ff &)+ of ). It is usefil to consider such cases In order to develop some
Intuition about the distrdbbution of soin w ithin the nuclon and to speculate on how satu-—
ration m ay be used to estin ate h; (x) In regions of experin ental interest. The m ost trivial
case is a model In which all the spin and avor inform ation of the proton is carried by a
single quark, eitther in a non-relativistic quark m odel WRQM ) or the bag m odel. In the
NRQM , iftwo quarks are always In a spin and avor scalar con guration, then the third
quark willyield h? (x) = £2 (x) = ¢ (x) | a consequence ofthe rather trivialD irac structure
of non-relativistic spinors. T he bag m odel is kss trivial due to the lower com ponent p-wave
contribution. N onetheless, the saturation rem ains valid. In m ore realistic case of an SU (6)
wave fiinction, the saturation only holds for the dquark, as we w ill dem onstrate below .

T he possibility of saturation is related to a possble symm etry between the am plitudes
a,+ X)anda K )de ned nEqg. {9}). In particular, ifa,, )= a K ) PrallstatesX
contributing to the sum s which de ne f;, etc. in Eq. @0), then the inequality is saturated
w ith the + —sign for the absolute value. To relate a, . toa  consider the unitary operator,
U de ned as the product of parity, , and a rotation by 180 about an axis perpendicular
toPA,U R ,( ). Here we have chosen P to de ne the &;-axis and rotated py ) about
the &-axis. It iseasy to see that U transforms P +1i into P i up to a phase. Likewiss,
U transforms , into up to a phase Notethat Y () = % ©) = ; ;5 () and
Ro( )Y ORz()= 1, , 0),=0U¥Y O)U = 1i3; (0).] Applying this transform ation
toa;,; X ) weobtam,

a;y X )=phase a UX): (22)
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So the saturation ofthe identity resoles down to the question ofwhether X isan eigenstate
of the operator U . In sim ple valence quark m odels, the state X oonsists m erely of the two
soectator quarks kft behind when the operator . annihilates one quark in the target state
P +1i.

F irst consider, forde niteness, the down quark distrbution in a sin ple constituent quark
m odel of the proton. The two spectator u{quarksmust be n a J = 1 state on acoount of
Fem i statistics. T hus the angularm om entum  structure of the wavefunction is,

S __ S __

2 — . — l —_ . — n
P =& +i= gjfuugJ’l’J3’ld#i gjfuugJ’l’J3’od i 23)

Og]z the second temm contrbutes to a;., lavihg the spectator state X i =
3 Fuug’ =737 %1, which clearly is an eigenstate of U. A carefil acoounting of all the
phases yields

a: ®)= » qa &) @4)

where » (4) is the Intrinsic parity of the nuckon (quark) and the negative sign arises
from the conventional C ondon and Shortlkey phases in the C osch-G ordon series. Since the
relative parity of the quark and nuclkon is positive, the factor  ° ism inus one, and the
inequality is saturated w ith the absolute value of hf. The structure functions are in the
mtios (ff :qf :hf)= @ : $: 3).However, due to the e ects of pwave, the saturation
does not occur for d quark In the bag m odel.

For the up quark distrbution In the proton the situation is di erent. The spectator
u and d quarks are In a m ixed spin state, J = 1 and Oqénnilj]a‘dng a u—quark wih
positive helicity in Eq. @3) leaves the spectator state X 1= 7= Fudg’ =7~ %+ 3fudg’ ~°i.
Annihilating & u-quark w ith negative helicity in the proton w ith negative helicity leaves the
state ¥ i= £ Fudg’"'7°"%  3fudg’ ~°i. The relative sign change for the J = 0 and
J = lpartsmeansthata,; X ) isnot a smplemuliplkofa ) | there is no analog
of Eg. £4) and hence, no saturation. In fact (£} :g} :hi)= @ :1 :3) orthe NRQM .

W e see that the saturation of So er’'s nequality for the dquark follow s from the partic—
ularly sinple spin structure of the nuckon in quark m odels. It is easy to construct a m ore
elbborate m odel in which even that saturation fails. For exam ple, suppose we Introduce
a ocom ponent into the nucleon wavefunction In which the spectators are coupled to total
angularmomentum J = 0, say, Ffuugg’ ~°d'i, where g is a gluon. Then the state X is a
superposition of com ponents, one with J = J3 = 0 and the otherwith J = 1;J3 = 0.
T hese two com ponents transform w ith opposite sign under U and thereby ruin Eq. £2).

Finally we consider the relationship between QCD evolution and saturation of the in—
equality. Since f;, g, and h; evolve di erently with Q 2, saturation is incom patible with
evolution. W e can understand this in light of the discussion of the previous paragraph |
evolution m ixes glions (@nd gg pairs) into the nuclon wavefunction destroying the sin —
plk structure responsbl for saturation. Q uark m odel relationships, lke saturation of the
nequality for dquarks in the proton, should be interpreted as \boundary data" for QCD
evolution B3], valid at some low scale ;. The in plications for experin ents carried out at
much larger scales must be obtained by evolution from £ to the experin entalscak, Q2. In
the case of saturation, som e ram nant of a prediction for the down quark contribution to h;
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In the proton m ight be obtained when good data on the dquark contrbutions to f; and g;
beocom e available.

V.ACKNOW LEDGEMENTS

W e thank Jacques So er for discussions and a prepublication copy ofRef. [L].

12



REFERENCES

[1]1J.So er, M arseille P reprint CP T 94/P 3059 (Septamber 1994).
RIR.L.Ja eand X . Jj, Phys. Rev. Lett. 67 (1991) 552 .
BIR.L.Ja eand X . Ji, NucL Phys. B375 (1992) 527.
B1G .Bunocs, et. al.,, Particek W orld 3 (1991) 1.
B]The HERM ES ocollaboration, a proposalto HERA .
6] C .Bourrely, E . Leader, and J. So er, Phys. Reports 59 (1980) 95.
[71C.Callan and D . J.G ross, Phys. Rev. Lett. 22 (1969) 156.
B]1G .Parsiand R . Petronzio, Phys. Lett. 62B (1976) 331.
PIR.L.Ja eand G .G . Ross, Phys. Lett. 93B (1980) 313 .
LO0]B.L.Io e V.A .Khoze, and L.N . Lipatov, Hard P rocesses, N orth-H olland, Am ster—
dam , 1984.
111G .G .A karelli, R.K .Ellis, and G .M artinelli, Nucl Phys.B 143 (1978) 521.
[12]X .Ji, Nucl Phys.B 402 (1993) 217.
[13]1J.Kogut and D . Soper, Phys.Rev.D 1 (1970) 2901 .

13



FIGURES

FIG.1. a). The handbag diagram for desp-inelastic scattering. b) Q uark-nuclkon scattering
am plitudes in s and u channels. Them om entum and helicity labels are shown explicitly.

FIG .2. Three Independent helicity am plitudes in u-channel.
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